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ORIGINAL COMMUNCATIONS. 


FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 


EXAMINATION 





Of a Sermon preached in Chenango, N. Y. | they operate in all their force, and serve 


by Josiah Keyes, of the Methodist connezion, 

in vindication of the doctrine of ihe etcrnity 

of future punishment, by J. B. Suannon. 
[Continued from page 347.] 

The second proposition assumed by Mr, 
Keyes, is, ‘* Those who die in their sins will 
be doomed to punishment.” Ile goes on to say 
—‘* This follows as a necessary consequence 
of their having died in their sins. The wicked, 
even in this state of existence, are miserable ; 
they fall a prey to rage, fear, jealousy and en- 
vy; these unholy passions, likea thousand 
stings, deprive their souls of ease. Even the 


dim light of nature could teach a heathen— | 


no wicked man is happy. With this agrees 
the language of inspiration—‘there is no 
peace to the wicked, saith my God.’ The pas- 
sions increase in proportion to the indulgence 
we give them, and the length of time we cher- 
ish them,” &c. 

First: 1 agrec with Mr. K. that misery is 
the effect of: sin, and follows transgression as 
its indubitable consequence. 2. I also admit 
that the wicked, even in this state of being, 
fall a prey to a thousand ills which deprive 
them of ease. I farther admit, 3, That even 
the dim light of nature teaches, that no wicked 
man is, in the present tense, happy; also, 4, 
That God spake the truth when he said, 
‘* there is no peace to the wicked.” I also be- 
lieve ‘* the passions increase in proportion to 
the indulgence we give them.” Now, I do not 
see why I may not sit in the great chair of 
orthodory ! 

Again, he declares, page 7, ** Those who 
have contiaued, the whole course of their lives, 
in sin, have their passions increased to a high 
degree. Uf they die in their sins, they die 
under the influence of these passions, and 
carry them into eternity. They, continuing 
to exist in their breasts, and operating in all 
their force, must necessarily serve as a source 
of torment.” 

That all sinners continue in sin to their 
Jatest breath is obvious. But it does not follow 
that all who sin have their passions increased 
to a high degree. Though Paul was “ brought 
into captivity to the law of sin and death ;” 








| them are removed far away! 





it does not follow that his passions mia : 


for the contrary was the. fact,—he br. 


| under his body, and kept it in subjection.— 


j 


| Again: Mr. K. supposes if we die in sin, x 
e 


“carry our passions into-eternity ; that th 


source oftorment.” Where did he find scrip- 
tural proof of this supposition? Do not ali 
temptations come through the five senses? 
When the body dies will not those senses cease? 
and if so, will men carry their passions into 
another world 1 and, where the tempied.are, 
there must be the tempter—and who will tempt 
mankind when the devil is royed? See 
Heb. ii. 14, 15. It seems»that Mr. K. docs 
not agree with the pious John’ Wesley, who 
said, speaking of the punishment of - ad lost, 
“ this commences in that very moment when 
the soul is separated from the body: in that 
instant the soul leaves ali those passions, the 
enjoyment of which depends on the outward 
senses. ‘The smell, the taste, the touch, de- 
light no more ;—the organs that ministered to 
In the dreary 
regions of the dead all these things are forgot- 
ten!’* Query—lf all these things are forgot» 
ten, how can they give pain to the soul? He 
seems not to agree, however, with the pious 
Kempis, who supposed that misers will have 
melted gold poured down their throats! And 
according to the reasoning of Mr. Keyes, the 
miser, the knave, the thief, &c. &c. will all 
find employment in the world to comed » It 
will not do to say they will not be such char- 
acters there; for if they are not such, they 
must be changed, and if changed, it supposes 
they will be made better: For what sort of a 
change would it be to change a thief into a 
thief, ar a drunkard into a drankard ? 


Mr. K. supposes his arguments may be pro- 
ved from common sense, i, e. the common 
sense of men in general. I ask, by whose 
common sense? He adds, by that of “those 
who admit the immortality of the-soul.” If 
those are the persons by whom he proves his 
position, he leane upon a broken staff; for 
the soul is no where in the scriptures said’ to 
be immortal. [Here, in the original manu- 
script follows a notice of the opinions of the 
ancient fathers, which, as it does not materially 
affect the question in debate, is omitted.) 





*See Wesley’s Sermons, vol. 7, p. '7.—Wesley. wre 
the founder of the Methodist Church.. 
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Relative to the opinions of those men, whose 
writings are quoted by Mr. Keyes, I have only 
to say, that if he can prove they were inspired, 
I will then ‘believe what they say, provided. 
their testimony: agrees with the word of God, 
and common sense. 

I will notice a few more of the quotations 
made by Mr. K. ‘Josephus says the Phari- 
sees held the wicked were to be punished with 
a perpetual punishment, and that there was 

inted for them.a perpetual prison.” Philo 
Says, “the punishment of a wicked person is, 
to live always dying.” Here I remark: 1. 
Josephus dees not say that eternal punishment 
is. a true doctrine, but only that certain per- 
of whose doctrines’‘Christ cautioned his 
isciples to beware, believed it. 2. The bible 
no where speaks of a perpetual prison, but to 
the reverse,’ Jesus was to bring out the pri- 
soners from the prison house. See Isa. Ixi. ! 
Pet. iti. &c. It is said, the prisoners shall go 
out of the pit. How, then, can their confine- 

ment be perpetual ? 

(2o BE CONTINUED.) 
itl 


$ FOR THE GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
A LETTER, 

Containing a bricf examination of some of 
the arguments supposed to favour the doc- 
trine of the Trinity, 

TO THE REY. MR. TAYLOR, 

-of Mendon, Monroe county, New Yorl:. 

Dagar AND VENERABLE stk :—Though you 
have been professedly Jabouring in the vine- 
yard of our Lord and Master for many years, 
—+though your locks have grown grey in his 
service, and your eyes become dim in reading 
his word, and ‘though you may have been set- 
ded in your present belief for half a century, 
and wasted the midnight lamp for the instruc- 
tion of others: before my dust was fashioned 
into man, yet you will allow me to yield obe- 
dience to our Saviour, by calling “no man 
master on the carth.” And while 1 hesitate 
motto regard you as my superiour in many 

such as.age, knowledge and experi- 
enee, 1 must claim to say, what candour wil! 
not deny, that 2 may stil] be as capable of 
understanding what is fairly revealed, as your- 
self; and on the subject of revelation I shall 
address you. 

The present isan age of inquiry; and it is 
vain to suppose that knowledge will recede 
vather than advance. . Since the first reformer 
broke loose from the chains of religious cruelty 
which had held the world, in fetters, there 
have been many ayenues to correct knowledge 
discovered and made plain. to community, 
which were before effectually and intentionally 
blocked. yp. The doctrine of transubstantia- 
tion, or “a change of the elements of the 
Bucherist into the real body and blood of 
Christ,” is justly exploded by all Protestants, 





and ranked by them, with ezorcism, extreme 
unction, surplus merit, the sale of indulgences, 
the pope’s supremacy, &c. &c. I hope you 
would sincerely pity the man who should 
advocate either of the above absurdities; and 
I should expect to beget a smile for my folly, 
if I were to attempt at this day, to refute them 
by scripture and reason ; as the mere naming 
of them, to the discerning, is a sufficient ex- 
posure. And althoogh this be not yet the 
case with the doctrine of the Trinity, in Pro- 
testant countries, the time may come, (and I 
think I should not be saying too much, in 
affirming, that, from what bas been done and 
is doing, the time twill come,) when it will only 
be mentioned as a specimen of the credulity 
and folly of our forefathers! I am aware, that 
that period has not fully arrived; but even 
now we may demand proofs of that strange 
notion, and thousands in this coantry, in at- 
tempting to prove and explain the unintelligible 
mystery, have discovered to themselves the 
impossibility of either, and openly declared 
their faith in the unity of God the Father, and 
his superiority to Christ the Son. 

This address is occasioned by the discourse 
you delivered in the meeting house at Victor, 
in the forenoon of the 28th ult. from Matthew, 
chapter xvii. verse 5, last clause—* This is 
my beloved Son, in whomI am well pleased ; 
hear ye him.” Afier descanting upon the 
subject of the life, death, resurrection, and as- 
cension of the Messiah, you were pleased to 
say that your text furnished proof of the ‘Tri- 
nity! I was present, and took notes,* the 
substance of which I will briefly state and 
examine, and shall hope to be corrected, should 
any mistake occur. 

“1. Christ is equal and co-essential with 
God, because he is his son—and when the 
Jews interpreted his saying (John, v. 17,) to 
imply his equality with God, he (Christ) con- 
firmed the fact, that he was God, by answer- 
ing, ‘Thou sayest it.’ ”’ 

*©2, Christ is God, because he was wor- 
shipped—he is the Creator—he is infinite in 
wisdom—omniscience and omnipotence are 
ascribed to him. 

1. “Christ is co-equal and co-essential with 
God, because he is his son!” If here you 
used the word “ with’’ to imply on the side, in 
the society, or company of, (and 1 know of no 
other sense in which you could employ it in 
the phrase—“ with God,”) then Christ, who 
is ** co-equal and co-essential with God,” is 
certainly as much God, as the Being With 
whom he is said to be co-equal, &c: And if 
Christ be * ual and co-essential - with 
God,” then there can be no dissimilarity be- 





*I would here gunrd the publick against supposing 
that I attended Mr. .'Taylor’s meeting, to fault, his 
views, as I went to oceupy it myself it being my 
right ; aud as we were deprived of our privileges, | 
became his hearer. WTR. 
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tweenthem.  [*or a person or being possessing 
the .same essence and attributes of another 
being, cannot: be. different. Now the com- 
pound word, co-egual, is no more than equal; 
and either implies comparison, and comparison 
always implies plurality; and if there be no 
mistake-in this deduction, i. e. that Christ is 
equal with Jehovah, co-essential with God, 
then Christ is another Supreme God, which is 
impossible, But how does your conclusion 
agree with the idea, that Christ isa son? You 
have said that Christ is equal with God, be- 
cause he is the sonaf God! ! But on the ground 
of strict and absolute equality your premises 
would result in the belief of two equally Su- 
preme Gods! / and yet one Supreme God is 
the Father of the other, who is equally Su- 
preme! and.one of course is the son of the 
other, yet there is no difference between them. 
Hence it can make no difference which is 
called the father or which the son; nor is it 
possible to know how to distinguish where 
there isfno difference. For on this hypothesis 
the Son is essentially the Father, and the 
Father is in all roepects the Son; and admit- 
ting plurality, which you cannot deny accord- 
ing to your premises, the Son is essentially the 
Father of himself, aud the Father iv all re- 
spects his own Son ! 

You likewise intimated, that, when the 
Jews construed Christ’s words, (John, v. 17,) 
to imply his equality with the lather, he 
(Christ) confirmed the fact, that he was God, 
by answering, ‘ ‘Thou sayest it.” This, sir, 
you will not deny if you turn to your MS. 
The words of Christ above, about which the 
Jews quibbled, are, “‘ My Father worketh 
hitherto and I work.” But could the Jews 
honestly suppose, that this language implied 
absolute equality with Ais God and Father? 
And if they did so view the subject, where 
did “ Christ confirm the fact, by answering, 
*T hou sayest it?’” I was surprized to hear 
you so forcibly remark that Christ confirmed 
this, especially, as you had written your dis- 
course, and probably examined the context. 
By reference to the place you wili find, that, 
neither in it, nor in any other part of the 
sacred oracle, did Jesus ** confirm the fact,” 
that he was the Supreme God! and, sir, your 
confirming phrase—T hou sayest it—does not 
occur in his answer to the Jews! Nor is it 
probable, that the Jews meant to charge our 
Lord with any thing more than making him- 
self like (not equal with) God; atid this is 
doubtless the proper rendering of the text. 
For the degraded sons of Israel: could not have 
been so absurd as to have supposed that the 
sonship-of Christ, (verse 17,) constituted him 
equal with his Ged and Father! But allow 
Christ to be the Son of God, which is my 
belief, does that make him the very God whose 


’ Son hevis? Surely not; for it woald be equal 
to affirming, that bocausc Christ is Called the, 








image of God, he must, therefore; be the very 
God whose image he is. Now, insteadof Jesus 
answering as though he would convinee the 
Jews of his Deity and independence, his an- 
swer was positively otherwise. See verse 19, 
&c. “Then answered Jesus and said. unto 
them, Verily, verily I say unto you, ("The 
Son can do nothing of himself, but what he 
seeth the Father do; for what things soever 
he doeth, these also doeth the Son likewise. 
For the Father loveth the Son and showeth 
him all things that /imself doeth ; and he will 
show him greater works than these, that ye 
may marvel.” See farther.—Does this lan- 
guage look much like teaching the Supreme 
Divinity of Jesus Christ? Words, could. not 
more fully express his dependence, and deri- 
ved existence, and, consequently, delegated 
power. 

2. “Christ is God, because he was wor- 
shipped,” &c¢. ‘They are called Gods to 
whom the word of God came.” In this sense 
I believe Christ to have been. a God, but not 
the Supreme God. But was Christ worshipped 
as the Supreme God? ‘That he was worship~ 
ped is true; but that does not. determine hie” 
to be Jehovah. The word proskyned, tranala- 
ted worship, signifies ‘to prostrate one’s self~ 
ta,” but does not determine the object. wor- 
shipped to be God the Father. This. will 
appear as | proceed. The same.Greek werd 
occurs in the command, ‘* Thou shalt wership 
(proskyneo) the Lord thy God and him, only 
shalt thou serve.’ ‘* In most instances. our 
translators have rendered this word—déd obe- 
dience, bowed himself, Sc. but, we notify the 
English reader that we shall aniformly render 
it worshipped as it is always rendered in the 
New Testament.”* Moses went out to. mest 
his fathar-in-law, and worshtpped. and blessed 
him, Exod. xviii. 7. David, on out 
of the cave, stooped with his face to the earth 
and worshipped Saul, Ist Sam, xxiv. 8. Sau} 
stooped to the ground and worshipped what he 
supposed to be Samuel the prophet, Ist Sam, 
xxviii. 14. Bathsheba and the het Nathan 
worshipped David the king, tot Kings, i. 23, 
31. The sons of. the prophets worshipped 
Elisha, 2nd Kings, ii. 15; and chapees, its 37, 
the Shunanite woman worshipped the pepebet 
It was customary in those days, as wellas i 
the New. Testament times, to pay. this kind ef 
homage to kings and prophets. When Solomon 
came to the throne, all the congregation, of 
the princes bowed down their heads and wer- 
shipped the Lord, (Jehovah,) andthe king, 
(Solomon,)—Ist Chron, xxix. 20, Itis 
tothe meraen er a ged ag a ns 

hia, ‘* Behold, I wi e the symar 
onan of satan, which say they, Fie Jews, and 
are not, but dole, behold I will, make them 


come and worship before thy feet," So. Rev, 


* Sherman onthe Unity, . } 
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iii. 9. ‘The Jews, in derision, paid that respect 
‘to Jesus, which it was customary.to pay to a 
king—‘‘and bowing their knees, worshipped 
him, Matthew, xv. 17—19. After noticing the 
above texts, where the same word occurs, 
though different objects of worship, it is plain 
‘to the common ‘sense of every reader, that 
there are different kinds of worship; and 
though it be granted that Christ was worship- 
ped, ‘it'no more follows that he was the Sn- 
reme God, than -that Joseph, Jethro, Saul, 

vid, Elisha, Solomon, Daniél; and: the bish- 
op of the Church in Philadelphia, (Rev. iii. 9,) 
“are, seeing they were also worshipped. Su- 
‘preme worship belongs to God alone, “ the 
Father of our Lord Jesus Christ.” But Christ 
was also worshipped; and in the ‘sense in 
which it is proper for him to be worshipped, 
he shall receive homage from all the ransomed 
creation of God, wu0 WAs “ HIGHLY EXALTED 
im and GIVEN HIM A NAME which ‘is above 
every name, that at (or-in) the name of Jesus 

‘every knee should bow, of those in heaven, of 
those on earth, and those under the earth, and 
that every tongue should confess that Jesus 
Christ is Lord, {but observe, it is expressly 
gaid-to be,} to the glory of God the Father’ — 
Philip. ii. 41. You will perceive, sir, that 
af Christ ‘be God, it requires stronger proof 
The mere circumstance of 
his ‘being worshipped is not enovgh'to prove 
r point. 
Viet will next be urged that “he is the 
Creator’? demand what is he the Creator 
of? Did he -create “the heavens and the 
earth?” This is no where affirmed in the 
bible. Is he the original Creator of man? Jt 
is no where said; and what you did say, you 
either affirmed without attempting proof, or by 
quoting detached sentences ; neither of which 
methods should be allowed in disposing of a 
subject of so much importance, as the doc- 
trine of the Trinity is supposed to be. 

A text as much relied on as. any, to prove 
that creation isthe work of the Mesiah, is St. 
John, i. 3, 10— All things were made by 
him, end without him was not any thing made 
that was made.—Hle was in the world, and the 
world was made by him.” This is regarded, 

thaps as the strongest testimony to show 
the Deity of Christ and his equality with the 
Father. Before remarking upon the verses 
above, we will take notice of the probable 
design of the writer in his introduction, so far 
as is necessary for our present purpose ;. and 
here I shall be obliged to differ from those 
whose opinions I yery much respect on other 
subj as also their ingenuity here. “ In 
the beginning was the word, and the word 
was with God, and the word was God. The 
same ‘was in the beginning with God.” Here 
observe, 1. John wrote long after the other 
Evangelists had written their histories; hence 

@0me things are admitted in John, which the ! 


others record. It is more than probable that 
this gospel was not written till after the de- 
struction of Jerusalem, (sce Dr. Campbell’s 
Preface to John’s Gospel where this is proved, 
particularly Sec. 11,) when few of those who 
had personally Known the Messiah, survived. 
Therefore, as John wrote his gospel for gene- 
ral use in his day, it was prope? that he should 
account for the facts he brought to view, io 
the satisfaction of the majority of his readers 
who depended alone on such evidence, as they 
had not been eye witnesses of the facts, But 
this was not the case with all his readers, as 
will be seen presently. I may just observe, 
however, that my purpose will be met, even 
should the date of this book be earlier than 
has been fixed. 

2. The date of his first epistle is, by arei:- 
bishop Usher, fixed to A. 1). 73, and by others 
still later. And the same style runs through 
itand his gospel. In the commencement of 
his gospel he says ‘in the BEGINNING was 
the word” &c. In his first epistle, “Twat 
which was from the BEGINNING” &c. But 
let the question be asked, the beginning of 
what? of eternity 1 eternity had no beginning. 
Ts the beginning of time meant? ‘Time can- 
not be said to have had a beginning but in 
relation to passing events. Is the beginning 
ofthe world intended? This I presume is 
what is generally believed, and that Christ 
was there, and created the universe. But this 
would not necessarily prove, that Christ was 
co-existent with the Father, as it is the senti- 
ment maintained by the Arians. Butit is ob- 
jected, the text says, ‘and the word was God.” 
There is good reason to believe, however, that 
the word here “is a mere appellative term of 
office.” ‘John i. 1. is the only place in the 
whole bible, where, according to the English 
Version, Jesus receives the appellation, God ; 
but, that this isa mere appellative term of 
office, appears from the structure of the Greek 
phrase, theos en ho logus, which should be 
rendered, ‘¢ the word was God’s, ora god,” i. 
e. a divinely commissioned pérson.* If this be 
correct, and I seck not to avoid the whole or 
any part of the force of the passage, this.text 
falls far below the proper evidence to prove, 
that Clirist is the uncreated God. 





3. Is it certain, that the deginning of the 
material world is meant in the text ? _ thiscer- 
tainly admits of some doubt. Tor John, the 
same John in his first epistle, 2 chapter, uses 
the word beginning several times, in a way to 
justify this conclusion, ver, vii. ‘ Brethren, 
I write no new commandment unto you, but 
an.old commandment which ye had from’ the 
beginning: the old commandment is the 
word which: ye Aave heard from the begin- 
ning.” But verses-13th and 14th are still more 








appropriate. Here, however, our translators 





* Rochestet Mag. p. 165, 
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have added two words in each of the verses, ; the propriety of this version, let it be neticed 


unauthorised by the original, which will be 
included in brackets. 13. * 1 write unto you 
fathers, because you have known him (that is} 
from the beginning. 14.1 have written unto 
you fathers, because ye have known him [that 
18] from the beginning.” Literally it reads, 
** because ye have known him from the begin- 
ning.” Dr. A. Clark on the place, says, “* By 
fathers it is very likely, that the apostle means 
persons who had embraced christianity on its 
Jirst promulgation in Judea, and in lesser 
Asia ; some of whom had probably seen Christ 
in the flesh; for this appears to be what is 
meant by ye have known him from the begin- 
ning. hese were the elders and eye-witnesses, 
who were of the longest standing in the church, 
zad Well established in truths of the Gospel, 
and in christian experience.” From this it is 
evident, that “the beginning,” implies the 
commencement of the gospe! ministry, in the 
above passages. Is not this probably its mean- 
ing in his gospel ? If it be answered no, I 
demand the proof. But I proceed to show, 
that this view is not entirely destitute of foun- 
dation. ‘In the beginning wasthe word” — 
John’s gospel, 1.i. That which was from 
the beginning, which we have heard, which we 
have seen” —Ist epistle 1. i. I have written 
unto you, fathers, because ye have known him 
From the beginning.” chap. ii. 14. Now what 
beginning is meant in the above three text@™ 


Manifestly the beginning of the chistian dis- | 


pensation. This will appear as we proceed.— 
The trinitarian strength ia this passage lies in 
part in the expression, ‘the world was made 
by him.” But let us carefully go over with 
this context and patiently search out the word 
rendered ‘‘ was made,” and that in the same 
connexion of similar import, that the reader 
may see how variously it is translated. In 
doing this I shall include the original word and 
its translation in brackets. I begin with ver. 
3d. All things [egencto were made] by him, 
and without him noteven one thing [egeneto 
was made] where [gezonen was made.] 6. 
egencto, there was] a man sent” &c. -10 and 
the world [egento was made] by him—14 and 
the word [egeneto was made] flesh 15. He 
that cometh after ‘me [gegonen is preferred] 
before me—17. Grace and truth [egeneto 
came] by Jesus Christ. 27. gegoncn is pre- 
ferred] before me—28. These things [egencto 
were done] in Bethabara. 30, [gegonen is 
preferred] before me—28, There ts no word 
in the greek of the above texts answering‘to 
thing or things; hence I have put them in 
Ttalicks,.. Here then, the word egeneto is five 
times rendered was made—three times is pre- 
ferred, once, there was, or wus; once, came, 
once, were And on the authority of the 
common Version, and that of Parkhurst the 
14 verse should be rendered ‘the word was 
flesh.” But lest the reader should not perceive 





more particularly, that our translators have 
rendered the word egeneto was, in the 6th ver. 
and Mr. Parkhurst, translates the 17th. ver. 
thus: ‘Grace and truth (egento was 
Jesus Christ.” We may thon, paaity its 
“the word was flesh,” i e. Jesus was a man 
approved of God,” for the same reason, that 
the Baptist calls himself **the voice of one 
crying in the wilderness.” 

4, There is nothing connected with this 
Gospel nor the object of it, which demanded 
a history of the visible creation. It was then 
recorded in the Old Testament, which the 
christians had in their ion, that 
GOD, who is the FATHER of Jesus Christ, 
‘created the heavens and the earth.” The 
object of John evidently was, to give account 
of the moral change which had taken 
in the world, by the instrumentality of Jesus 
Christ. And being then as remote from the 
period of its commencement as we are frum 
that of our Independence, and being himself 
an active soldier in the Christian Revolution, 
> he natural for John v3 use the he 

id, that the new state of thi: in regard to 
mankind and religion had ro or 
brought about by Jesus Christ. And this is 
the way in which the verb is understood, when 
connected circumstances require it. See 
“Parkhurst on the word, and Mat. iv. 3 John i. 
12 and xi. 9. But, that the verb egencto 
requires the sense here given it from its con- 
nexion, I shall endeavor to show more clearly 
hereafter, by a greater number and variety of 
passages. Yours respectfully, 

W. I. REESE. 

West-Bloomficld, Nov. 22, 1827. 


(Po BE CONTINUED.) 
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“* EARNESTLY CONTEND POR 75 FAITH.” 





IMPORTANT. 

It always affords joy to the benevolent heart to hear 
of a change for the better in the nioral condition of a 
fellow creature ; and though we claim no superiority 
of benevolence, it has contributed much to the little 
stock of our happiness to learn, from the last received 
Utica Magazine, that the good editor of that paper has 
avowed himself (virtually) a convert to our opinion 
on the subject of a “ Convention eomposed exclusively 
of ministers.” Speaking of the p)an proposed by the 
“General Convention,” which seems pre-disposed to 
become a “ National Establishnent,” and with his 
mental eye upen the circumstance that the members 
of that body were, some of. them, in. favour of its 
adopting.a plan similar to that of the “ Universalist 
Convention of the State ot New-York”—as it is-call- 
ed, and probably having learned a little from experi- 
ence of late, he holds the following language :—~ 


“ There is, however, one trait in the:plan reported 
by the Committee on that subject, which we hope wil} 
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not be retained in the report of the Committee in 
whose hands the subject is now left for a more full and 
detailed’ plan. We allude to that clause in the report 
which requires all. the delegates of the State Conven- 
tiem to be ministers, which clause we hope will be ex- 
punged from the plan. For although we have the 
fullest confidence in the abilities and integrity of our 
niimistering brethren, yet we see no reason why an 
inteltigent and worthy layman, if an association shall 
see-fit touppoint him, ought not to be entitled to the 
privilege of going as a delegate to the Convention, as 
wellasaclergyman. There are many that would do 
honour to the cause as such, whose abilities and inte- 
grity ate no ways inferior to those of any minister that 
a benamed. We think, therefore, the Conven- 
tion ought to leave it optional with each association 
to send whom they please as delegates, either minis- 
ters.or laymen, or both. Another reason why we 
should prefer having this leit optional with the asso- 
ciations, is, that the rule requiring associations to 
appaint ministere only as delegates, will havea ten- 
deucy, or atleast it is possible that it should, to excite 
jealousies in the mamas of some of our brethren, rela- 
tive to the designs of the clergy (although this Con- 
vention of delezates would have no power te interfere 
with the concerns of individuals, or societies as such) 
and, it is always wel] to guard aguinst all jealousies, 
aswell as against the possibility of an abuse of power- 
“We have s ed these things for the considera- 
tion of our brethren generally, and particularly for 
thosé"who ure ‘to detail more fully, and complete the 
plan tebe hereafter adopted. Though we assume no 
right to. dietate iy these matters, we tliink the consi- 
derations we have offered, ought at least to be proper- 
ly wei » even if, when weighed in the balance, 
they should ‘be found wanting. 

This augurs well! Our brother improves rapidly 
utider good instruction, and we entertain strong hopes 
of hits safe deliverance from all his conventional im- 
perfections. We recollect that some time since, a 
Convention, to be composed “ exclusively of minis- 
ters,” was in existence—Query—lIs it dead ? 

N.-B. Hereafter, we shall notice another article in 
the Magazine of Nov. 24, entitled ** Gospel Advocate, 
vs. the N. Y. Convention—again.” Ep. 

ena 


. THE OLIVE BRANCH. 

Ia late number of the Olive Branch we notice 
an article on the subject of the “* New-York State 
Convention,” in which there are some things, in our 
hamble opinion, incorrect. In pointing out these in- 
accuracies, we hope to. be understood as having no 
personal allusion to those who made the Convention. 





‘The writer of the urticis in question has not been 
able to’ see “ why this body [the Convention] should 
have created alarm, or met with virulent oppo- 
sition.”——To this we reply :—it has excited alarm, 
because it was; aud-is yet thought to be, a measure 
fraught with mischief; inasmuck as it was calculated 
to’place the controlling or governing power into the 
bands’ of “ ministers exelusively.” It has excited 
alarm, because it ‘was anti-christian, aid hostile to 
the spirit of Universalism. It has been opposed with 
warmith, because, after it had beep put down by « 
large majority of the brethren in this state, its friends 
contintied ‘to adhere to it against the feelings and will 
of thé ‘majority, and opposed with virulence those 


Who opposed '</, 


i 
i 
| 
| 
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We care not what the object with the Convention 
was—but we know what it has done;~-we know that 
it has “ dictated in matters of conscience,” and the 
publick now know it. The Conmmittee did mot exceed 
their powers,’as insinuated in the Olive Branch, for 
they acted by an express resolution of the Conven, 
tion !_ Nor does thie matter rest upor ‘+ the ipse dixit of 
some one,”—facts are stubborn things, 

We do not boast of our equanimity, but confess 
that our feelings have been too much excited. Let 
the friends of the Convention keep the bantling out 
of our way, and they shall not be troubled with our 
“ virulence,” if they call it by that name. 

We are amused with one statement made by the 
Olive Branch, and copy it entire, 


“Neither do we think that it necessarily 
follows that the “ Convention is dead,” be- 
cause it has not been approved of by all the 
Associations in the state, nor yet by the Con- 
ference at Auburn, (which, by the way, owing 
to the badness of the travelling, was but thinly 
attended,) much Jess do we think it “ dead— 
dead—peav!” Who has killedit? As 
as one Association is disposed to patronize 
this Convention, we see nothing to hinder its 
life. If there should not be a sufficient num- 
ber of members to form a quorum, they can at 
least, adjourn. They will harm po one not in 
fellowship with the Convention; and they 
never had it in their power to conipel the 
fellowship of any one, or of any society, or 

jiation, who did not wish it. 

**We calculate, therefore, that the Dele- 
gates who have been appointed to attend the 
Convention, will attend it; at least, such as 
can; notwithstanding the doings of the Con- 
ference, as that body had no power over the 
Convention, being compose! only of members 
from the different Associations.” 


Ia the forezoing extract we have a specimen of the 
peculiar spirit of perseverance of the friends of the 
Convention. Notwithstanding a large majority of 
the brethren have declared their disapprobation of 
the measure—notwithstanding a Conference was ap- 
pointed, to cousult on the subject, and many at- 
tended at no inconsiderable expense—potwithstaml- 
ing such Conference unanimously voted down the 
Convention—and notwithstanding even the friends of 
the Convention declared it could not exist in its pre- 
sent form ;—yet we are told. that it is not rgan-——but 
sleepeth! “ Who killedit?” Answer—Tue Asso- 
craTions by their regular delegates ! 

But this Convention has been christened an harm. 
less and inoffensive .thing--a mere bond of union— 
only designed to connect and bind together the Associa- 
tions, cc.’ And we are asked, why all this alarm? 
Why all this virulenee ? Nay, we have been often 
tuld that the Associations or a majority of them conld 
take away its power whenever it should become un- 
manageable! Bat no/ Although we thought it was 
dead—we are told that so long as “ one Association is 
disposed to patropize this Cogyegtjon, we see nothing 
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te hinder its life !” This reminds us of an anecdote. 
« A certain apprentice to a blacksmith, laboured some 
time to make a harrow tooth of a piece of iron select- 
ed'for the purpose; but ae it happened, he failed in 
the undertaking. Henext undertook to forge a horse 
shee; but having taken too many heats, he failed in 
that also. A little chagrined at his want of success, 
he next attempted to make a nail out of the same 
piece of iron ; but failing in this-also, he thrust it into 
the water, exclaiming at the same time—there, it will 
make a hiss!” ‘So it seems that our brethren, having 
been a little disappointed in their undertaking, can get 
together and—* fidjourn !!” 

We did think, (and still do,) that the powers of the 
Conference extended so far as to have some influence 
on the Convention, but the editors of the Olive Branch 
think otherwise; and we shall not contend with them 
about non-essentials. So faras this, and the Associa- 
tions west of us are concerned, we “ predict” the 
Cortivention is dead. If others do not believe us let 
them “ come and see,” 

= 
IMPOSITION EXPOSED. 

Ifchristian charity is understood to be a principle that 
would lead one person to submit to the most unqual- 
ified abuse from another without complaining, we con- 
fess there is but little in mankind that bears a resem- 
blance to it. Nor can we conceive that tame submis- 
sion to insult is required, either by the laws cf God 
orman. For although our Saviour patiently submit- 
ted to endure. the ignominious death of the cross, he 
previously exposed the hypocrisy and wickedness of 
those who sought his life ; and surely, the laws of our 
country, in tolerating all opinions, provide that the 
rights and privileges of one as well as another, may be 
—nay shall be protected, even should an appeal to 
some legal tribunal be necessary. But in ordinary 
cases, an appeal to publick opinion, or rather, to the 
good sense of an enlightened community, is effectual in 
obtaining redress of ordinary grievances, 

It is, therefores to a candid publick, through the 
press—that safeguard of our liberties for which we 
bless God—that we now appeal, in behalf of a _perse- 
cuted and mjured female—a woman—a mother, who 
has been thrown upon her defence by the mal-treatment 
of those, whose duty it is, we aver, to protect, to cher- 
ish, and to esteem her for her virtuous examples, ra- 
ther than to persecute and pursue her like a felon with 
a vigilance that would become a better cause! Nor 
will our appeal be in vain: Publick opinion will never 
suffer a respectable female to be haunted, and persecu- 
ted, and reviled, by a horde of sacred busy-bodies, 
without their being frowaed upon to some purpose. 

The case to which we allude is that of a respectable 
member of the Presbyterian church in this village, 
Mrs. Shields, a woman whose character is invuluera- 
ble to the shafts of her persecutors, and whose examples 
ought to be held up to publick admiration, that 
spinners of “ street-yarn” might learn their duty and 
become ornaments of society. We allude to the fact, 
that her industry is proverbial ; that she prefers the 
sphere of domestick tsefuiness to meddling with the 





concerns of others; and that she had rather-~-much 
rather, be found in ihe house of want, than in the tents 
of ostentatious parade. With a large family around 
her, who look to her for a mother’s counsel, and a mo- 
ther’s care, she is not heard to murmur or repine—with 
fortitude she has borne the ills of life-—she has reared 
her family to usefulness—she has done asa Christian 
ought to do! But all this, and much more that might 
be related, is not enough to satisfy those over righteous 
people, who make religion to consist in believing Cal- 
vinism, and imitating a ranting enthusiast, he Aas 
been persecuted ! We will tell her “ tale of wo.” 

Some months since, Mrs. S. was suspected of the 
“ awful crime” of pxstRinc the salvation of ail man- 
kind! She even went so far as to say, that there were 
some good people amongst the universalists! This, rea- 
der, was, we believe, the worst they could bring against 
her—and what probably made the case stil] more -cri- 
minal, the partner of all her joys and .sorrows-her 
huaband. was a universalist ! It must, of course, be quite 
heretical, for a woman to believe: that her husband is 
a good man! She was also inquired of whether, ifsome 
other members of her family should die, they would go 
to hell? Her answer in thenegative was the cause of her 
being called before a convocation of the-faithful: But 
finding nothing against her, she was acquitted! A se- 
cond attempt was made to find some cause of complaint 
against -her, which terminated in her acquittal !. Soon 
after, she received a line from her Pastor; Mr: Lansing, 
requesting her not to attend upon the administration 
of the ordinances! Finding herself thus éxecluded, 
without knowing why, she of course absented herself 
from the communion table; and, feeling injured with- 
outa cause, she thought proper not to attend their 
meetings, where she must be reminded of the wrongs 
which she was called to endure. ™ 

But it was not enough that she should be thas sus- 
pended, their thirst for their victim must be satiated by 
sending spies into her neighbourhood te find some cause 
of action against her. The neighbours were inquired 
of whether she was not on friendly terms with some 
of the Universalists—whether she did not attend to 
her domestick concerns on the Sdbbath—and, for 
aught we know, whether she had not forfeited all 
claims to orthodoxy by attending to her own concerns 
and letting those of her neighbours alone! ‘Fhis-in- 
quiry resulted in another citation, delivered in due 
form by a stripling of the new-fangled religion, aecom- 
panied with the usual quantity of im and with 
not a little pomposity. ‘This citation required her to 
appear at the house of Mr. Lansing on the twenty- 
sixth inst. at 6 o’elock, P. M. toshew cause, &c. why 
she had * not attended the worship of God’s house”—< 
i- e. the Presbyterian meeting! Willing for the third 
time to appear before the “ session”—conscious of 
heving done her duty, she repaired to the: place ap- 
pointed, to confront her accusers. She went, when 
lo! after waiting an hour after the time appointed, and 
net seeing either the “ Rev.” gentleman nor any of her 
self-constituted judges, she returned to her dwelling 
in peace and safety ! 

This, reader, is # simple statement of “the facts! 














































































































384 


GOSPEL ADVOCATE. 
_ 








After being hurassed for several months, by tliose who 
assume to be her judges—alter going, obedient to their 
nod, for three times, to meet her accusers, she finds 
herself where she was, prohibited their fellowship, the 
object of their abuse, (for we can call their conduct 
by no other name,) and liable to be again subjected to 
the inconvenience and mortification, of being dragged 
from place to place, to answer for that conduct, and 
those feelings, which God, and Jesus, and reason, and 
proptiety, both sanction and approve! 

.. What this respectable matron believes or disbelieves 
is not for us to determine; those matters are between 
God and herself ;—but, we feel it to be a duty to stand 
forth in her defence. Nor will her peace be destroyed 
with impunity! Her enemies will therefore do well 
to ponder their doings; for if men will turn gossips 
they must be treated as such—let them look to their 
own matters, and after having square their own ac- 
counts with God, if they have any religion to spare, 
their neighbours will purchase it at a liberal advance. 

: Fe eee 

PAIR WARNING. 

This: number of the Gospel Advocate, completes 
the time, within which our subscribers, by poying 
TWO DOLLARS, are entitled tothe current velume.— 
Oar terms, as must be known by all our readers, are 
ove dollar and fifty cents if paid in advance, two dol- 
lars if paid within six months, and Two dollars fifty 
cents tf not paid within Eleven months. Law and 
equity will justify the exaction of the $2 59 from 
evetysabscriber who does not immediately transmit 
two'déllars, either through our agents, or by letter, 
postage paid; and we hereby Give notice, that we 
are determined to adopt measures to obtain from all 
subscribers who are able to pay us, the amount now 
due. Two dollars, forwarded promptly, will be re- 
ceived in full for this volume ; but if we are neglected, 
and do not obtain our dues from cach person who has 
not yet paid forthis volume, prompt and efficient means 
will be.adopted to enforce collection. 

The above measure will be justified by every friend 
to the cause of truth, when it is known, that our all 
has been put at stake in carrying on this establishment, 
and thet the trifling sums due us from our patrons 
would place us beyond the reach of embarrassment, 
and enable us to prosecute our labours hereafter with 
success. Itdoes, therefore, appear to us, that if our 
brethren could realize the importance of promptitude 
on their part, they would not neglect us another week. 
If any are too poor to pay us without injuring them- 
selves or families, and will inform us of the fact, we 
will cheerfully give them a receipt in fall; but those 
who can pay, and hereafter neglect us, will find that 
we are in earnest in giving this timely and fair warn- 


ing. PupLisBERs. 
Aubarn, December 1, 1827. 
EE 
PROCLAMATION. 
By DE WITT CLINTON Governor of the State 
of New-York. 


EAS, the recommendation of a particular 
day for the offering up to Almighty God, of pub- 





lick andunited thanks for his manifold blessings, inter- 
feres in no wise with religious freedom, and is the most 
direct and proper means of unifing individual thanks- 
giving in one social expression ofthe publickgratitade : 
And whereas the people of thiestate have been greatly 
distinguished by the dispensations of Divine Providence, 
having experienced for a long time the blessings of 
liberty, plenty and peace, the betiefits of great internal 
improvements, of prosperous seminaries of education, 
and of a general state of health, an abundance of the 
fruits of the earth, and an ‘augmenting diffusion of the 
lights of religion and knowledge: Now, therefore, I 
have judged it my incumbent Saty: to recommend to 
the good people of this state, the obStryance of Wed- 
nesday the twelfth day of December nért, as a day of 
Prayer and Thanksgiving ; and I do go, in the earnest 
hope and in the confident expectation, that all, except 
such as may be withheld by scruples of conscience, will 
on that day assemble in their respective places of wor- 
ship, and present the sublime spectacle of a whole peo- 
ple offering the homage of devout and grateful hearts 
to that Great and Good Being, from whose bounty we 
derive all that we enf»y. 
In witness whereof [| have hereunto sub- 
Ne, scribed my name, and affixed the privy 
mye? seal, at the city of Albany, this 23d day 
t of October, Anno Domini, one thousand 
eight hundred and twenty-seven. 


DE WITT CLINTON, 

In compliance with the foregoing proclamation and 
recommendation of the Chief Magistrate of the State 
of New-York, the Universalist Society and Congrega- 
tion in this place together with all who may feel dispo- 
sed to unite with us, in Thanksgiving and Praise to the 
bountiful Benefactor of the world, will attend divine 
service at the Court House on the day above specified, 
at Eleven o'clock, A. M. 

semen: wot 

A person in Albany, (Mr. Alonzo Borne,) in whose 
behalf a subscription had been opened, in order to en- 
able him to repair his shop, which had been much 
injured by a fire, gives notice, that having completed 
the repairs, $4 68 remain, which he has placed in 
the hands of the overseers of the poor. This speaks 
well of the liberality and charity of the inhabitants of 
that city, and of the honesty of one who has experien- 
ced the blessing of both, 














The extensive morocco factory in Fox-street, Alba- 
ny, occupied by Covert & Jones and J. Peterson, was 
entirely consumed, with a great part of their contents 
a few days ago. Insurance, $5800—which will not 
near cover the loss. Fire caused probably by a stove- 


pipe. 


About 700 persons are supposed to be drowned 
from the wharves in New-York every year. 





A Vermont paper says “a society of ladies has 
been formed in Maine, for the purpose of improving 
the manners of the gentlemen !”-——-A Herculean task, 
truly ! 

teal 

Mr. P. Clarke, a graduate of union college, N. Y- 

is lecturing in Vermont, on Symmes’ theory, 
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